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Solution for I-A-O Problems Sought 





FOR Calls for Amnesty 


The National Council of the Fellowship of Reconcilia- 
tion which met in New York City November 29 through 
December 1 passed a resolution calling on President 
Truman to grant amnesty to the conscientious objectors 
who were convicted of violation of the ‘Selective Service 
Act of 1940. The FOR asked CCCO to organize an at- 
tempt to obtain amnesty in order to restore the civil 
rights of many objectors. It was also requested that in- 
dividuals and other concerned organizations write the 
President requesting amnesty. 

FOR recognizes that the violators of the 1948 draft 
law are as worthy of amnesty as the violators of the 1940 
law, however, it is felt that it would be difficult, if not 
impossible, to get amnesty for men who violated a law 
under which persons are still being prosecuted. 

The President’s Amnesty Board which reported 
December 23, 1947 granted pardons to 1,523 violators of 
the Selective Service Act. Up to that time 15,805 men had 
been convicted for draft violations. Of these nearly 
16,000 violators the Department of Justice classifies more 
than 6,000 as conscientious objectors. Ex-prison C.O.’s 
consider the Department of Justice estimate conservative, 
but even if it is accurate, only one C.O. out of four re- 
ceived a pardon. 

In considering whom to pardon, the Amnesty Board 
arbitrarily omitted large groups of individuals. The 
Board considered its primary responsibility to restore 
civil rights to those who had been released from prison. 
The 626 men who were still in prison at that time got no 
consideration at all. The Board also ruled out all objec- 
tors other than the religious, except for Americans of 
Japanese ancestery who had refused to be drafted from 
“relocation centers.” Nearly 2,000 men who were classi- 
fied as sincere religious objectors by local draft boards 
but who would not go to Civilian Public Service Camps 
or who went to camp but later left, were also given auto- 
matic elimination. 


The Jehovah’s witnesses continued to reap the rewards ' 


of taking an unpopular position, and the Board’s report 
states, “We have not recommended for pardon any of 
these secular workers who have witnessed in their spare 
or non-working time.” 

It is obvious that the President’s “Amnesty” Board 
granted no amnesty. Amnesty is a pardon for all offend- 
ers or all of a group of offenders. The Board only granted 
pardons to a limited number of persons in a belated at- 
tempt to make up for what was generally an actual legal 
error on the part of antagonistic or arbitrary draft 
boards. 

CCCO is now in the process of presenting the question 
of amnesty once more for consideration in Washington. 





Department of Defense Continues 
Support of Arms Training for Objectors 





Organizations interested in the problems of conscien- 
tious objectors in the armed forces are increasing their 
efforts to remedy the present unsatisfactory situation 
where Department of Defense officials are attempting to 
justify both the study of weapons for objectors and De- 
partment of Defense directives which rule out the study 
of weapons for objectors. Peace organizations are at- 
tempting to get the Department of Defense to follow the 
present satistactory directives concerning 1-A-O training, 
or, if failing in this, to get the directives to accurately 
describe the program. 

Representatives of the American Friends Service Com- 
mittee, National Service Board for Religious Objectors, 
and the Central Committee for C.O.’s visited the Depart- 
ment of Defense December 4 for additional discussions 
on I-A-O problems. Some men had been especially con- 
cerned about whether or not C.O. medics in Korea were 
forced to carry arms. Department of Defense officials 
reported that although medics in Korea are armed, C.O.’s 
are not forced to carry arms. The officials felt, however, 
that it was suicidal not to carry arms. One Lt. Col. re- 
ported that he had had only one objector attached to his 
battalion, but that this man was glad to carry arms after 
seeing the situation in Korea. 


Pamphlet May be Issued 

Army officials in G-3, the training department, are 
considering the possibility of a pamphlet explaining the 
types of duty ]-A-O men may expect. If issued, the pam- 
phlet would also explain the necessity for weapon study. 
No Department of Defense officials have yet been contact- 
ed who feel that weapon study should be eliminated, 
irrespective of directives. According to the directives, 
I-A-O men are not to have “study, use, or handling of 
arms or weapons.” Men transferred to non-combatant 
duty because of conscience are also supposed to get the 
same kind of training and duty, even though they did 
not get inducted with I-A-O classifications from their 
local draft boards. 

At the present time, all I-A-O men are being trained 
in the Medical Corps at Fort Sam Houston, Texas and 
Fort George Meade, Maryland. These units are being 
transferred to Camp Pickett, Virginia, and by April, 
1952, all I-A-O men are expected to be trained at Camp 
Pickett. 

CCCO has prepared a detailed mimeographed report 
on the I-A-O training program at Fort Meade which is 
available without charge upon request. This report is 
must reading for men weighing the advantages and dis- 
advantages of requesting I-A-O classification. 
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I-O’s Can Skip Physical 


In a memorandum already received by local draft 
boards the Selective Service System has provided for the 
elimination of physical examinations for 1-O’s who do 
not report when ordered to take the examination. (Trans- 
mittal Memorandum No. 42, Paragraph 3.(e) ) I-O0 
(formerly IV-E) registrants are conscientious objectors 
eligible for assignment to civilian service. 

Selective service regulations provide for the same 
physical examination to be given 1-O’s as is given to men 
going into the army. Men are supposed to pass the army 
examination or be classified IV-F. IV-F’s, of course, 
would not then be assigned to civilian service. 

The physical examinations are given at army posts 
by army, personnel. Because of this, selective service 
expects that some C.O.’s will refuse to take the examina- 
tion. Seventy-one conscientious objectors were convicted 
for failure to take the physical examination during 
World War II. Many others refused to take the examina- 
tion but were prosecuted on the charge of refusal to re- 
port for induction. 

According to the present regulations, any registrant 
who refuses to take the physical examination may be 
liable for prosecution. However, instead of prosecuting 
I-C men who refuse to take the physical, selective service 
will order the men into civilian service without a physi- 
cal examination. As one army officer, on civilian duty, 
in Selective Service Headquarters put it, “Let °em go into 
civilian service on crutches if they want to.” 


\ Physical Exam is Important 


It should be noted that the physical examination is 
for the registrant’s own protection, and the examination 
should not be skipped except on the grounds of con- 
science. Also, every I-O is entitled to this examination if 
he wishes it, and no board can legally order a man into 
civilian service previous to sending the registrant for his 
physical and a certificate of acceptability is received fol- 
lowing the examination. Men classified I-O may be sent 
for physical examinations before the regulations are is- 
sued on civilian service. 

As we go to press, the regulations defining civilian 
service and the mechanics for getting into that service 
have not yet been issued. It is not known how soon they 
will be issued, but it will probably be soon after the first 
of January. After the regulations are issued there will 
be an additional delay of from probably thirty to sixty 
days before anyone actually starts his civilian service. 
No draft board can order men into its own civilian ser- 
vice program in advance of the regulations, nor can any 
C.O. get credit against his 24 months obligation for work 
done with any volunteer service agency previous to the 
issuance of the regulations. 








At this time of the year NEWS NOTES 
readers frequently write us to ask if contribu- 
tions to CCCO are deductible for income tax 
purposes. We are sorry to have to report 
that Uncle Sam will not give you credit for gifts 
to us. We greatly appreciate the fact that the 
readers of NEWS NOTES think more highly of 
the value of our work than does Uncle Sam. 




















Pacifist Becomes Citizen 


Marion Copland Sanborne, formerly Canadian, was 
granted her United States Citizenship November 9 by 
Judge Robert N. Wilkin at Columbus, Ohio. Mrs. San- 
borne is the second pacifist to be granted citizenship via 
the pacifist oath in the McCarran Act. Jean Christiaens 
was the first pacifist to obtain citizenship under the Act 
(NEWS NOTES, July-August, 1951). 


The McCarran Act added a clause asserting willing- 
ness to bear arms to the oath of allegiance to be taken 
by new citizens. Persons who because of religious train- 
ing and belief are unwilling to bear arms may take the 
old oath under which the Supreme Court ruled pacifists 
could be given citizenship. 


Mrs. Sanborne is a graduate nurse, and she was asked 
many questions by the Immigration and Naturalization 
examiner as to how she is willing to use this training in 
case of war. She stated that she would be willing to 
render service in non-combatant organizations of the 
armed forces if it did not violate the principles of her 
Christian faith. She would be willing to nurse in a mili- 
tary hospital under civilian direction but might not under 
military direction. 


Mrs. Sanborne testified that she would not purchase 
war bonds because all of the money is used for war. She 
would not work in a plant making war materials nor do 
anything else which would “knowingly contribute to the 
taking of lives of others.” 


The Immigration and Naturalization Service recom: 
mended granting the citizenship, but the attorney for Mrs. 
Sanborne, Stanley U. Robinson, Jr. of Columbus, had 
considerable difficulty getting the judge to administer the 
oath. The case was in court twice with a favorable recom- 
mendation from the Naturalization Service, but both 
times Judge Underwood continued the case. The citizen- 
ship was finally granted by Judge Wilkin who was in 
United States District Court in Columbus at the time as 
a visiting judge. 

Mrs. Sanborne now lives in Kentucky. She is a mem- 
ber of the Presbyterian church. 





Jury Acquits C. O. 


Johnny William Kundikoff has been acquitted by a 
Los Angeles jury. Kundikoff was charged with refusal 
to submit to induction. 


This is the first C.O. acquitted by a jury under the 
Selective Service Act of 1948. Several C.0.’s have been 
acquitted, but previously judges have ruled the not guilty 
verdict on points of law without the case going to the 
jury. A number of C.0.’s have been convicted by juries. 
Judge Williams refused to rule favorably on the points 
of law raised in this case. 


J. B. Tietz, defense counsel, argued that even though 
Kundikoff had not requested a personal appearance be- 
fore the board, the board should have called him in 
because there was so much information in the file which 
needed explanation. The jury apparently agreed. 


Kundikoff is a Molokan. The Molokans are a pacifist 
religious group which left Russia to escape conscription. 
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More Paroles Denied 


Four more applications for parole by C.0.’s have been 
denied by the United States Board of Parole. Paroles 
were turned down for David Wireman, Donald Noble, 
Donald Fisk, and Joel Doty. Wireman, Noble, and Doty 


are serving two-year sentences, Fisk two and a half years. 


Joel Doty is the only one of the group who has at 
any time been non-cooperative with prison authorities. 
Joel and his three brothers were transferred to Ashland 
after refusing to work at Springfield. Orin, Paul, and 
Sid Doty were eligible for parole in October, but they 
did not apply for it. Joel said that he would apply in 
order to give the government the opportunity to do the 
right thing. 


The Board of Parole has had a constantly vacillating 
policy on paroles for conscientious objectors from the 
time of the first convictions under the Selective Service 
Act of 1948 to the present. Eventually, nearly all C.O.’s 
have received paroles, although several of them were ini- 
tially denied and then received favorable reconsideration. 
The only men who have not received paroles have had 
sentences of a year and a day or less. Until recently, men 
with sentences of less than a year and a day were not 
eligible for parole. 


Paroles which have been granted have not been re- 
stricted as to locality and type of work as were C.O. 
paroles during World War II. Most of the men have con- 
tinued on parole as students or at work in whatever occu- 
pation they were in at the time of their conviction. 





Bolton Appeal Lost 


The conviction of James Bolton for refusal to report 
for induction has been affirmed by the United States 
Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit. Bolton waived 
a jury and was tried by Judge Caroll Hincks at New 
Haven, Conn., June 4. Judge Hincks found Bolton guilty 
and gave him a year and a day sentence. Bolton served 
the sentence at Danbury until he was released on parole 
October 8. 


Bolton argued before the Circuit Court that the Selec- 
tive Service Act of 1948 is unconstitutional because men 
are being drafted for war duty in Korea without any 
declaration of war by Congress or even the consent of 
Congress. 


In its per curiam decision the appeal court stated that 
the draft law had previously been declared constitutional 
and that only the Supreme Court could reverse this deci- 
sion. The court also held that “So far as the argument 
of unconstitutionality invokes the possibility that the ap- 
pellant may be sent to fight in Korea, we think it is pre- 
mature. Any question as to the legality of an order 
sending men to Korea to fight in an ‘undeclared war’ 
should be raised by someone to whom such an order has 
been directed, not by the appellant, who might never be 
ordered abroad for military duty, even if he reported for 
induction.” 


The decision will not be appealed to the Supreme 
Court. 


Olds Gets 90 Days Sentence 


In the first conviction under the Selective Service Act 
of 1948 in Massachusetts Storrs Olds received a sentence 
of 90 days imprisonment. This sentence given by Judge 
Charles E. Wyzanski, Jr. in United States District Court 
at Boston is the shortest given any conscientious objector 
since July, 1949. In July, 1949, a group of non-regis- 
trants in Indiana were given three and four month 
sentences and $100 fines. 


Olds registered for the draft but then changed his 
mind and took the absolutist, total non-cooperation with 
selective service, position. He returned his registration 
card, refused to fill out the classification questionnaire, 
and refused to report for either a physical examination 
or induction into the armed forces. He was prosecuted 
for refusal to report for induction. 


Olds requested permission to plead nolo contendere 
to the indictment, but the U. S. Attorney objected, and 
Judge Wyzanski refused to allow the plea. Olds then 
pled not guilty but was subsequently found guilty. The 
U. S. Attorney recommended a year and a day sentence. 


Both the U. S. Attorney and the judge were apparently 
impressed by the sincerity and depth of conviction shown 
by Olds. Olds received strong support from his Congre- 
gational minister, former school teachers and other 
friends. The probation office filed an excellent sym- 
pathetic report with the court. John G. Brooks of Boston, 
defense counsel, had requested probation for Olds. 

Storrs Olds is a graduate of Earlham College, Rich- 
mond, Indiana. He has been active in projects of the 
Fellowship of Reconciliation, and he served a short time 
on the staff of the Central Committee for C.O.’s 





New Parole Legislation Passed 


Public Law 98 passed by the 82nd Congress makes a 
minor change in the federal parole law which is applic- 
able in a few C.O. cases. The new law makes any federal 
prisoner eligible for parole after he has served one-third 
of his sentence, provided the sentence is 180 days or 
longer. Previously, sentences had to be longer than one 
year in order for the man to be eligible for parole. This 
is the main reason judges often gave year and a day 
sentences. The law also provides that the prisoner must 
have observed the rules of the institution in order to be 
eligible for parole. 


The 82nd Congress also made a minor change in the 
conditional release procedure. Public Law 62 provides 
that a prisoner released on “good-time” shall be consider- 
ed released on parole until the expiration of his sentence, 
less 180 days. Previously, any prisoner released before 
the expiration of his sentence was considered as on 
parole until the end of his sentence. This process was 
called conditional release, because the release was condi- 
tioned on the prisoner’s willingness to follow the parole 
procedure and breaking the procedure could result in re- 
incarceration. Under the new law, men with 180 days 
of good-time or less will be released from prison uncon- 
ditionally. Men with more than 180 days of good-time 
will not be under the supervision of a parole officer for 
the last 180 days of their term. 
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THE COURT REPORTER 


I Prosecutions 

Confirmation of conviction not previously available 

to CCCO. 

4-15-51 Frank Broderick, 3 years (San Francisco, 
Calif.) 

6-28-51 Vincent Lamb, 3 years (St. Louis, Mo.) 

7-—-51 Tom Harrison, 1 yr. (San Francisco, Cal.) 

Sentenced since last issue 

11-8-51 Donald J. Johnson, 3 yrs. (Omaha, Neb.) 
Judge James A. Donohoe 

12-4-51 Storrs Olds, 90 days (Boston, Mass.) 
Judge Charles E. Wyzanski, Jr. 

Acquittal 

11-26-51 John William Kundikoff (Los Angeles, 
Calif.) Judge Williams, Jury acquittal 

Appeals 

10-8-51 Jim George, Hearing before Justice Doug- 
las, U. S. Supreme Court on release on 
bond. Bond denied. Committed to prison 
to serve sentence while appeal from convic- 
tion pending. 

11-27-51 James Bolton, Second Circuit, Conviction 
affirmed. 

Arrested since last issue 

Arizona—Don Tolmachoff 

Illinois—Michael J. Conklin 

North Carolina—Edwin Brown 

Pennsylvania—Chester Keller 


II Released from Prison 
On parole 
11-22-51 Dwight Platt 
III Men Currently Imprisoned 
Ashland, Ky.—Robert Somers, Aaron Yoder, Donald 
Nagler, Duane Metzger, Kenneth Champ- 
ney, James Pierce, James Lawson, Joel, 
Orin, Sid, Paul Doty, James Cox, Jr. 
Chillicothe, Ohio—James Dawson, Charles Leonard 


Somers Does Extra Time 


On February 28, 1951, Robert Somers was sentenced 
to a year and a day in prison for refusal to register for 
the draft. He was sentenced in Chicago by Judge Walter 
La Buy. In addition to the prison sentence Somers was 
fined $200. Somers was denied parole, but he would 
ordinarily have received his good-time release December 
9. However, he is unable to pay his fine, so he is now 
serving an additional 30 days in prison. Friends would 
have paid the fine for him, but he would not allow it. 
Prisoners with fines due the federal government can dis- 
charge a fine of any size by serving an additional 30 days 
in prison, if they are unable to pay. 





Danbury, Conn.—Stephen Shaw, William Swartz, 
William Zeo, Edmund Baron 


Lewisburg, Pa.—Henry Koster 

Mill Point, W. Va.—Max Pardue, David Wireman, 
Franklin Curia 

McNeil Island, Wash.—Donald Fisk, Donald Koch, 
James MacDonald, Robert Starkweather, 
Fred Granden, Bernard Primbsch, Charles 
Hoeh, Frank Broderick, Tom Harrison 

Montgomery, Ala.—Ollie Sanderson 

Petersburg, Va.—Larry Atkins, Edward Beals, 
Charles Lee Washington, Ted Woldorf 

Springfield, Mo.—Robert Michener, Robert Beach, 
Earl Glauert, Vincent Lamb. 

Tuscon, Ariz.—Robert Richter, Robert Cannon, Al- 
fred Dana, James Farmer, Don Noble, 
James Maloney, Roger Thomas, Jack Jene- 
win, Keith Barnhart, Jim George 

Institutions not verified—Storrs Olds, Donald John- 
son 

Correction—Last month’s REPORTER listed Ted 
Woldorf as being at Danbury. Woldorf 
was assigned to Petersburg and never went 
to Danbury. 
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